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Editor, State a*Item 
Hew Orleans, La. 

Deer Sir, 



Whoever gave you the information in your atory, ’'Jury To View ’Copy* of 
JFK Slaying Film", which begins with an attribution to "a spokesman for L^fe 
Magazine”, underinformed and misinformed you and through you, your readers, 

It is I who brought to lig&t the fib et that four frames of tbs Zaprudar 
film are missing in the Warren Commission printed evidence (WHITEWASH, original 
edition, which you have, pp 45, 206) and the fact that while pretending to 
"release" these frames. Life devised a means of further suppression ( PHOTOGRA Hil C 

T2:ITI ; .WASH, pp. 20ff). 

It we? not "in printing the copy for the Warren Ooraaission" that ""four 
frames o ” the film were damaged end were deleted". The two copies for the govern- 
ment were rrinted, im~edi8tely, , a t the Dellas processing plant while the original 
was being developed. The hand- lettered memo ^ith which the first copy was forwarded 
tc .ashir.gt n that night I also fcroguht to light ( PHOTOGRAPHIC 'WHITEWASH, pp. 15, 
138-9). 



Whoever told you that "the copy the jury is to view wes made before the 
film was damaged and includes the four frames wbleh were not seen by the Commission" 
mi fled you in a number of ways. First of all, the Commission had a copy ident leal 
with the copy to be shown the jury. Second, viewing the missing frames in motion is 
entirely meaningless, for they pass the eye in lees than a quarter of a second. 

Aside from what it says of the integrity of evidence and seriousness of 
intent of the official investigation that it suppressed the fact that these frames 
were known to be missing, as I also brought to light (WHITEWASH II, pp. 138-9), the 
great significance of the missing frames is that they cannot be replaced, regardless 
of what the unidentified spokesmen tells you. 

■then Smu film is expose!, the film between the sprocket holes by which the 
film is advanced through the projecter is exposed and has content. It is not seen 
when rejected, but xiat the lens seas is captured and preserved on the film. When 
this film cade into slides for showing frame by frame, what is invisible on 
nrojection is visible. Yhen &mm film is copied for mot ion- picture use, the material 
p e p wee ri these sprocket holes is not duplicated, ^hus, the copies of the original 
: .a prude r film dc not contain this quintessential intelligence. Now in quantity, the 
sxisws unseen r.art of the 8 ram film I s close to a third , allowing for the blank 
space represented by the s rocket holes, there still remains 20-25$ of what the 
negative of the original captured that is missing in any mechsnically-made copy 
such as those supplied the government. There is enough in this to destroy the basic 
conclusion of the Report, that the President was strueldat or after Frame 210. 




You will find this set forth in Chapter 17 of WHITEWASH II, the appropriate 
detail begin- ing of page 200. 

Regardless of what caused the destruction of these four frames and the 
resultant alteration of a fifth end mutilation of a sixth, what cannot be justified 
is the false statement by the Commission staff that all the frames were reproduced 
seriatim beginning with 171 when this was known to be untrue, the failure of any of 
the many officials who knew these frames were missing to lejt it be known, in or 
out of the evidence and Report, and th^ir continuing silence about this. Now it 
happens thst the Commission itself says ^rame 210 is the crucial one because it 
slso says that here for the first time the President could have been shot. T^is in 
itself make both the destruction and the silence culpable. However, there is addi- 
tional significance in the absence of these frames. Phil Willis took a still picture 
of the President that even the Commission says was snapped in reaction to a shot. 
This means that this picture was taken after the President was shot. 

Examination of the existing picture shows that Zillis has to be in 
Zapruder* s pictures at the time of this shot. He disappears fra" the left-hand 
margin of the Zapruder film at about Frame 202 and from the marginal material at 
about Frame 205. T^us, he cannot be, as he must le, in Frame 210 if the basic con- 
clusion of the Report is to-be even tenable. 

Here, I think, you find the essential reason for the absence of these four 
frames: they destroy the Report. 

It isunf^rtunata that* at this too-late date, newspapers are imposed upon 
by t ho^^i^^^fvery reason to trust. But it is fortunate that J im Garrison has 
subpenaed the original of the Zapruder film, for thus, officially, the people of the 
country- who neve been denied at 1 version of this film save for a few frames- can 
learn whet I earlier published that the government ignored. 

Any impartial examination of any motion- picture version of the Zspruder 
film will show the jury what I first brought to light in WHITEWASH II (page 221), 
that at the time of the fatsl shot the President was hit from the front and that 
at this point, almost simultaneously, he W8s hit from both front and back. 
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“o one man, Oswald or any other, possed such magic. 



Sincerely yours. 





